Scientific journals, which first appeared in the second half of the 17th century (the oldest one that still exists, Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society , has been published since 1665) [1] , have made an invaluable contribution to the formation and development of modern science. They are both a medium and a means of professional communication among scientists. Beginning with the second half of the 20th century, bibliometric (scientometric and informetric) methods [2] , based on the use of statistical data about publications, their citations, and some other indicators, have been used to obtain objective characteristics of the status and trends in the development of scientific journals. At present, bibliometric analysis is constantly used with regard to both foreign and Russian periodicals, in particular, chemical journals [3] [4] [5] [6] [7] [8] [9] [10] [11] [12] . Notwithstanding the fact that bibliometrics is primarily a retrospective and descriptive science, systematized bibliometric data create a quantitative basis for analysis, which, in a number of cases, allows us to identify some unobvious features and trends in the development of one journal or another and formulate proposals to improve its efficiency and prestige in the professional community. Contemporary bibliometric studies usually take advantage of scientific and technical information databases (DBs) as a source material [2, 13, 14] .
The bibliometric analysis of the journal Uspekhi Khimii over 75 years Overall, the simultaneous use of the CA and SCI DBs retrieved 4403 nonidentical journal publications for the period 1932-2006. Furthermore, the original and translated versions of articles were regarded as one publication. All this constituted about 90% of the total publications (the remaining 10% includes primarily articles from Uspekhi khimii that were first published in foreign 1 The first scientometric analysis of the journal Uspekhi Khimii (1932 Khimii ( -1971 periodicals and therefore were not reviewed in the DBs, as well as informational and biographical materials, obituaries, and editorials). A detailed distribution of the journal publications by year is given in [20] .
The excess of journal publications, revealed over the past decade in the SCI DB compared to the CA DB, is due to the fact that the latter does not review publications such as biographical articles, obituaries, editorials, letters to the editor, etc. (they have been accounted for only in the expanded version of the CAPlus DB since October 1994). Types of journal publications according to the SCI DB classification are presented in Table 1 .
The team of contributors to the journal Uspekhi Khimii is rather large (4766 nonidentical authors), which is not surprising if we take into account the long life of the journal. The average number of authors per review is about two, and the average number of reviews per author is less than two (for journals that publish original articles, these numbers are much higher). At the same time, about 75% of the authors have only one publication in Uspekhi Khimii ; 17.1%, two; 6.6%, three; 3%, four; 1.7%, five; 1.2%, six; and 0.8%, seven.
According to Lotka's law [16, 21] , The A ( n ) number of authors that wrote n articles is inversely proportional to the n power, exponent α being close to 2:
In the log-log grid, Lotka's law is expressed by a straight line with a slope of about -2. The corresponding dependence built for Uspekhi Khimii on the basis of the CA data is given in Fig. 1 . We see that Lotka's law is observed very well here. The slope of the regressive line is -2.56, which is less than the classical value of − 2. We know that for different data sets this coefficient can vary noticeably [16] ; therefore, the obtained difference is not unexpected. In the case of Uspekhi Khimii , it may be partially explained by the fact that writing a review is a task more labor and time consuming than a regular research article. Moreover, writing another review on the same topic requires the accumulation of new original material, which usually takes about ten years, and over this time this subject may lose its topicality. Therefore, the number of authors who published two or more reviews in the journal diminishes more rapidly (Fig. 1 ) than Lotka's law in its classical form predicts.
Authors' addresses stored in the DB allow us to learn about their geographic and departmental distribution, the CA DB indicating the address of only the first author, 3 and the SCI DB from 1978 gives the addresses of all authors with the note reprint for the so-called leading author (in the case of Uspekhi Khimii , the term reprint refers to the first author of the publication). Tables 2 and 3 show organizations and departments whose scientists published the largest number of articles in the journal. The above data show that the Academy of Sciences prevails among the departments and that Moscow State University and Moscow academic research institutes are among the organizations.
Comparing data from the editorial database about the authors of articles over the last two to three years with the data from Table 2, we can see from which organizations scientists continue to contribute actively to the journal and which organizations have stopped sending articles of their research fellows to the journal. This information can be useful when forming the editorial portfolio.
The thematic rubrics and sections, as well as the CA DB's control terminology, allow us, although some-3 In the case of Uspekhi Khimii , the CA DB gives addresses for only 75% of publications; moreover, this information is totally absent for the period 1932-1945, is present in 5% of the cases for the period [1946] [1947] [1948] [1949] [1950] [1951] [1952] [1953] [1954] [1955] [1956] [1957] [1958] , is present in 80% of the cases for the period 1959-1968, and is present for all publications beginning from 1969.
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